REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the application in view of the above amendments and 
following remarks is requested. The specification and sequence listing have been amended such 
that the exemplified polypeptides of Tables 1 and 2 and the base formula of the claim 1,2, and 5 
and of the sequence listing now correspond. Support for this amendment can be found at least in 
the exemplified polypeptides of Table 1, p. 15, as well as claims 3 and 4 as filed. Specifically, 
each exemplified polypeptide of that Table and those of claims 3 and 4 have only a single E at 
the sixth position. This is expressed in the base formula with the addition of the 1 in the 
parentheses. This is not new matter, as the amendment corrects a typographical error that was 
present in the base formula as can be seen through comparison to the polypeptides in the 
application as filed at least in Table 1 and claims 3 and 4. 

Claims 1 and 5 have been amended merely to clarify that the [DE](2) element 
should get the broadest reading supported by the specification, i.e., that it represents DD, EE, 
DE, or ED. There are no statements in the specification that limit this element. Support for this 
amendment can be found at least in the polypeptides of Table 1, p. 15 that show [DE](2) as EE. 
These examples indicate that doubled amino acids (EE or DD) are within the disclosed scope of 
the element. Support for [DE](2) as ED can be found at least in the polypeptides of Table 2, p. 
16. These examples indicate that the combinations of two amino acids, each used singly (ED or 
DE) are also within the disclosed scope of the element. 

Claims 1, 2 and 5 have been amended to correct the correspondence between the 
base formula and many of the polypeptides exemplifying the base formula. Support for these 
amendments is described above for the amendment to the specification. 

Claim 8 has been amended to recite the SEQ ID NO applicable to that sequence. 
Support for this amendment can be found at least at page 4, lines 31-32 of the present 
specification. 

The sequence listing has been amended such that the disclosed base sequence of 
SEQ ID NO accurately reflects the disclosed exemplified and claimed polypeptides. A new 
paper copy and electronic copy of the revised sequence listing is enclosed. As with the 
amendments discussed above, this change is to merely bring the base sequence in line with the 
examples disclosed at least in Table 1 and claims 3 and 4. 

Accordingly, no new matter has been added with these claim amendments. In addition to 
the above amendments. Claims 9-17 and 19-23 have been cancelled as being drawn to non- 
elected inventions. Claims 1-8 and 18 are therefore currently pending. 

L Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

Claims 1 and 5 have been amended to clarify the scope of the [DE](2) element as 
supported by the examples within the specification recited above. It is respectfully submitted 
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that the claims are not indefinite, and the rejection under § 1 12, second paragraph for claims 1,2, 
and 5 are overcome. 

Claim 8 has been amended to recite the SEQ ID NO appropriate for that peptide, 
as suggested by the Examiner. Thus, this claim definitely describes the invention and overcomes 
the rejection under § 112, second paragraph. 

On the basis of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants believe that each 
rejection has been addressed and overcome. Reconsideration of the application and its allowance 
are requested. If for any reason the Examiner feels that a telephone conference would expedite 
prosecution of the application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (206) 442- 
6627. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Michelle L. Johnson 
Registration No. 36352 

Enclosures: 

Petition and Fee for Extension of Time (in duplicate) 
Paper copy of revised sequence listing 
Electronic copy of revised sequence listing 
Postcard 
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